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DETAILED ACTION 
Drawings 

The drawings are objected to under 37 CFR 1 .83(a). The drawings must show 
every feature of the invention specified in the claims. Therefore, the plastic overlay 
being attached proximate the binding edge of the sheet by the film strip, as recited in 
claim 21 must be shown or the feature(s) canceled from the claim(s). No new matter 
should be entered. 

Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d) are required in 
reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. Any amended 
replacement drawing sheet should include all of the figures appearing on the immediate 
prior version of the sheet, even if only one figure is being amended. The figure or figure 
number of an amended drawing should not be labeled as "amended." If a drawing figure 
is to be canceled, the appropriate figure must be removed from the replacement sheet, 
and where necessary, the remaining figures must be renumbered and appropriate 
changes made to the brief description of the several views of the drawings for 
consistency. Additional replacement sheets may be necessary to show the renumbering 
of the remaining figures. Each drawing sheet submitted after the filing date of an 
application must be labeled in the top margin as either "Replacement Sheet" or "New 
Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 1.121(d). If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, 
the applicant will be notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next 
Office action. The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 
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Claim Objections 

Claim19 is objected to because of the following informalities: in line 1 of claim 19 
there is a lack of antecedent basis for "the film". Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1,4,9,10-11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
3,581 ,423 to Mascolo. Mascolo discloses a sheet for an album comprising a sheet (1 1 ) 
having a binding edge (13 and column 1 lines 73-75 and column 2 lines 1-3) and an 
opposite, outside edge (where film 17 is attached), a film (17) attached to the sheet and 
extending along at least a portion of the opposite outside edge (figure 1-3). 

Regarding claim 4, Mascolo discloses the film is wrapped around the outside 
edge so that a portion of the film is attached to each side of the sheet (figure 2-3). 

Regarding claim 9, Mascolo discloses including a second film (12) attached 
adjacent the binding edge of the sheet (in that adjacent is defined as lying near or close 
to, element 12 satisfies this claimed limitation- see attached definition of adjacent). 
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Regarding claims 10-11, Mascolo discloses including a plastic overlay (plastic 
sheets 12) at least partially covering the sheet and wherein the plastic overlay is 
attached proximate the outside edge of the sheet by the film (see figure 2-3). 

Claims 12 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
1,023,715 to Bristol. Bristol discloses a sheet (26) having a binding edge and an 
opposite, outside edge (figure 1), a mounting strip (24) and a flexible film strip (30) 
connecting the mounting strip to the binding edge of the sheet such that there is a gap 
between the mounting strip and the sheet, wherein the flexible strip is wrapped around 
an outer spine edge of the mounting strip (figure 5 and 2 lines 26-42, the gap is shown 
clearly in figure 4) and wherein the mounting strip includes two or more post holes and 
the flexible film strip is adapted to reinforce the post holes (see figures 3 and 5). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 2, 3,5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Mascolo. Mascolo discloses all elements of the claims but for the film extending at least 
about 3/8" from the outside edge and the film being a polypropylene or polyester film. 

Regarding claim 2, wherein the film extends at least about 3/8" from the outside 
edge, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
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invention was made to extend film 17 at least about 3/8", since it has been held that 
discovering an optimum value of a result effective variable involves only routine skill in 
the art. In re Boesch, 617 F.2d 272, 205 USPQ 215 (CCPA 1980). It is also noted that 
applicant has given no criticality to this claimed value (page 4 1 st paragraph of 
applicant's specification). 

Regarding claims 3 and 5, wherein the film is polypropylene or polyester, it would 
have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to use polypropylene or polyester for strip 1 7, since it has been held to be within 
the general skill of a worker in the art to select a known material on the basis of its 
suitability for the intended use as a matter of design choice. In re Leshin, 125 USPQ 
416. It is also noted that applicant has given no criticality to the claimed materials (page 
4 2 nd paragraph of applicant's specficiation). 

Claims 6-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Mascolo. Mascolo discloses all elements of the claims including having the film 17 
adhered to the sheet 12 with adhesive 20. However Mascolo does not disclose the 
specific type of adhesive (acrylic laminating, heat activated, pressure-sensitive). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to use acrylic laminating, heat activated or pressure-sensitive with 
film 1 7, since it has been held to be within the general skill of a worker in the art to 
select a known material on the basis of its suitability for the intended use as a matter of 
design choice. In re Leshin, 125 USPQ 416. It is also noted that applicant has given no 
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criticality to the claimed adhesive materials (page 4 2 nd paragraph of applicant's 
specification). 

Claims 12-15, 17-20 and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Mascolo in view of 1,023,715 to Bristol. 

Mascolo discloses a sheet having a binding edge (13) and an opposite, outside 
edge (where film 17 is adhered). Mascolo does not however disclose the mounting strip 
and flexible film strip, as recited in claim 12. 

Bristol teaches having a mounting strip (24 of figure 3) and a flexible film strip 
(30, figure 5) connecting the mounting strip to the binding edge of a sheet such that 
there is a gap between the mounting strip and the sheet (not clearly shown with the 
embodiment of figure 5 but see figure 4 which shows the gap between the sheet 26 and 
mounting strip 24), wherein the flexible film strip is wrapped around an outer, spine 
edge of the mounting strip (page 2 lines 26-42 of Bristol). It would have been obvious to 
one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to use the film 
strip and mounting strip of Bristol with the sheet of Mascolo for the purpose of more 
securely mounting the sheets in a binder. 

Regarding claims 13 and 14 wherein the mounting strip has a thickness of 
greater than the sheet or at least twice as thick as the sheet, it would have been an 
obvious matter of design choice to alter the size of the mounting strip, since such a 
modification would have involved a mere change in size of a component. A change in 
size is generally recognized as being within the level of ordinary skill in the art. In re 
Rose, 105 USPQ 237 (CCPA 1955). Additionally this it would have been obvious to one 
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having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made make the mounting 
strip of greater thickness than the sheet or at least twice as thick as the sheet for the 
purpose of providing better reinforcement and durability of the assembly. 

Regarding claim 17, Mascolo modified by Bristol discloses the mounting strip 
(24) includes two or more post holes (see figure 3) and the flexible film strip (30) is • 
adapted to reinforce the post holes (this reinforcement occurs when 24 is provided 
between folded blank 30). 

Regarding claim 15, Mascolo modified by Bristol discloses (in figure 5 and page 
2 lines 26-42 of Bristol) having a mounting strip 24 and a flexible film strip 30 that is 
wrapped around an outer spine edge of the mounting strip. Bristol further teaches in 
figure 9 and page 2 lines 73-85 of Bristol) having a folded mounting strip 24,24'. It would 
have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to use the folded mounting strip of figure 9 with the flexible film strip of figure 5 for 
the purpose of providing a more secure connection between the mounting strip and 
flexible film strip and for the purpose of accounting for sheets of unusual thickness. 

Regarding claim 18, Mascolo modified by Bristol discloses further including a 
second film (1 7 of Mascolo) attached to the sheet (1 1 of Mascolo) and extending along 
at least a portion of the opposite outside edge (figure 2-3 of Mascolo). 

Regarding claim 19, Mascolo modified by Bristol discloses the film (17 of 
Mascolo) is wrapped around the outside edge so that a portion of the film is attached to 
each side of the sheet (figure 2-3 of Mascolo). 
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Regarding claims 20 and 22, Mascolo modified by Bristol discloses a plastic 
overlay (12 of Mascolo) at least partially covering the sheet (1 1 of Mascolo); the overlay 
(12 of Mascolo) is attached proximate the outside edge of the sheet by a second film 
(17 of Mascolo). 

Claims 20,21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
1 ,023,71 5 to Bristol view of 2,925,677 to Holes. Bristol discloses all elements of the 
claims as applied to claim 12 above (rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102b). Bristol does not 
however disclose having a plastic overlay and that the plastic overlay is attached 
proximate the binding edge of the sheet by the film strip. Holes teaches having a sheet 
25 with plastic overlay (33,34,35) attached proximate the binding edge of the sheet by 
film strip (38). It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to use the overlay and teaching of having the overlay 
attached proximate the binding edge of the sheet by the film strip of Holes with the 
sheet and film strip of Bristol for the purpose of providing storage space on the sheets. 

Claims 13-15,23-25,27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over 1,023,715 to Bristol. Bristol discloses all elements of the claims as 
applied to claim 12 above (rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102b). Bristol does not however 
disclose the thickness of the mounting strip as recited in claim 13-14,23,24. 

It would have been an obvious matter of design choice to alter the size of the 
mounting strip, since such a modification would have involved a mere change in size of 
a component. A change in size is generally recognized as being within the level of 
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ordinary skill in the art. In re Rose, 105 USPQ 237 (CCPA 1955). Additionally this it 
would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made make the mounting strip of greater thickness than the sheet or at least twice 
as thick as the sheet for the purpose of providing better reinforcement and durability of 
the assembly. 

Regarding claims 15 and 25, wherein the mounting strip includes a folded sheet, 
Bristol discloses (in figure 5 and page 2 lines 26-42 of Bristol) having a mounting strip 
24 and a flexible film strip 30 that is wrapped around an outer spine edge of the 
mounting strip. Bristol further teaches in figure 9 and page 2 lines 73-85 of Bristol) 
having a folded mounting strip 24,24'. It would have been obvious to one having 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to use the folded mounting 
strip of figure 9 with the flexible film strip of figure 5 for the purpose of providing a more 
secure connection between the mounting strip and flexible film strip and for the purpose 
of accounting for sheets of unusual thickness. 

Regarding claim 27, see the rejection of claim 17 (under 35 U.S.C 102b). 

Claims 18-19 and 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Bristol in view of 2,925,677 to Holes. Bristol discloses all elements of the claims as 
applied to claim 12 (under 35 U.S.C 102b) and claim 23 above. Bristol does not 
however disclose including a second film attached to the sheet and extending along at 
least a portion of the opposite outside edge and wherein the film is wrapped around the 
outside edge so that a portion of the film is attached to each side of the sheet. 
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Holes teaches having a sheet (10) with a film attached to the sheet and 
extending along a portion of the outside edge and the film being wrapped around the 
outside edge with a portion of the film attached to each side of the sheet (see figure 4 of 
Holes element 20 for example). It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill 
in the art at the time the invention was made to use the second film as taught by Holes 
with the sheet of Bristol for the purpose of providing additional strength to the sheet and 
prevent undue wear caused by handling. 

Regarding claim 29, 31,32 see rejections of claims 12,20 and 22 over Mascolo in 
view of Bristol above. Regarding claims 35-36, Mascolo modified by Bristol discloses a 
second plastic overlay applied to an opposite side of the sheet (figure 2 of Bristol shows 
overlay 12 on both sides of the sheet 1 1) and an adhesive applied to the sheet to hold 
the overlay against the sheet (14 of Mascolo). 

Regarding claims 29, 30,32 see rejections of claims 20 and 21 over Bristol view 
of Holes above. 

Regarding claim 33 wherein the plastic overlay includes an approximately 0.001" 
to approximately 0.003" polypropylene sheet, it would have been obvious to one having 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to use a polypropylene sheet 
in this claimed range, since it has been held that discovering the optimum or workable 
ranges involves only routine skill in the art. In re Aller, 105 USPQ 233. 
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Claim 34 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Mascolo 
in view of Bristol and further in view of 3,453,760 to Sonne. Mascolo modified by Bristol 
discloses all elements of the claims but for the plastic overlay having a static charge. 

Sonne teaches having a photo album with sheets having a static charge (column 
4 lines 5-25). It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to use the static charge teaching of Sonne with the sheets 
of Mascolo (modifieid by Bristol) for the purpose of providing a more secure mounting 
structure for the photographs. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 16 and 26 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base 
claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. This is simply art of interest and was not used to reject any 
claims in this office action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jamila O. Williams whose telephone number is 571-272- 
4431 . The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 6:30am-3:00pm. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Monica Carter can be reached on 571-272-4475. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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